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BAR BRIEFS

Ohio, their associates, successors and assigns are hereby authorized and
empowered to. use the streets, lanes, alleys and avenues of the Village of
Orrville' for the purpose of erecting, maintaining and operating electric light wire mains and apparatus complete for the distribution of electricity for light, heat and power."
Pursuant to such franchise Gans and Wilson began operation, and
then later transferred and assigned the plant and franchise rights to
the Orville Light, Heat & Power Company.
In the meantime, to-wit: in 1896, the Ohio Legislature enacted a.
law providing, among other things, that no company should place,
string, construct, etc., any wire line, etc., for conducting electricity
through any street, alley, etc., without the consent of the municipality.
Action in quo warranto was brought to oust the assignees from
use of the streets of the Village of Orrville, in which the state courts
held that while the original franchise rights of Gans and Wilson had
been acquired by the Company, the transfer was invalid because the
consent of the village had not been given.
The Supreme Court of the U. S., however, held: "In Northern
Ohio Traction Co. vs. Ohio, we pointed out the state of the law in Ohio
during 1892. It is plain enough from what was there said that in our
view the franchise originally granted by the Village of Orrville was for
an unlimited time and not subject to termination at the mere will of the
grantor. The rights acquired under the ordinance of 1892 were assignable without further consent by the village. If to enforce the
Ohio statute of 1896 would destroy this right, it conflicts with the provision of the Federal Constitution-no state shall pass any law impairing the obligation of contracts."-Ohio Public Service Co. vs. State

of Ohio, 47 Sup. Ct. Rep. 480.

EVIDENCING INTEREST AND ACTIVITY
Personal letters to the President and Secretary from various members of the Committees appointed for the current year have been exceedingly refreshing to the officers and executive committee. They
give evidence of interest and coming activity that augurs well for a
season of progress and achievement. The President, himself, is too
modest publicly to voice his keen delight at the response that has come
from all quarters, but it requires only a few minutes of personal contact to observe that he is "stepping high" and watching no clock.
Those who know President Lawrence personally know that he gives
freely of his time and talent, and this whole-hearted expression of individual cooperation will only accentuate the "freeness" of his giving.

HOW FAR, OH, LORD, HOW FAR?
The recent decision of a western court, holding liable to confiscation the automobile of an innocent person, who loaned the machine to
a friend, who in turn used it, but was found driving it-while in the
possession of intoxicating liquor, seems rather startling, to say the
least, and makes one wonder if the Eighteenth Amendment to our

